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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

James T. Davisfiled a42 U.S.C. § 1983 (1988) complaint on
December 3, 1993, raising several constitutional violations resulting
from suspensions of his driver's license by the Virginia Department

of Motor Vehicles ("DMV") between 1986 and 1993 for failure to pay
the fines imposed for violations of the Virginia Motor Vehicle Code.
After ahearing, the district court granted the Defendants' summary
judgment motion for the reasons stated from the bench. Finding no
reversible error, we affirm.

Davis challenge to the DMV suspensions of his license between
1986 and 1990 was barred by Virginia's two-year statute of limita-
tions for persona injury actions. See Va. Code Ann. § 8.01-243(A)
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(Michie 1992); see Wilson v. Garcia, 471 U.S. 261, 280 (1985) (hold-
ing that federal courts apply state statutes of limitationin § 1983
actions). With regard to the 1993 suspension, the district court prop-
erly denied relief on Davis due process claim that his license was
suspended without notice because it was barred by the doctrine of col-
lateral estoppel. See Angstadt v. Atlantic Mut. Ins. Co., 457 S.E.2d 86,
87 (Va. 1995). And Davis was not entitled to a hearing under Va
Code Ann. §8 46.2-402 to -407 (Michie 1994), because his license
was suspended under Va. Code Ann. § 46.2-395 (Michie 1994),
which does not require a hearing. Davis claim that the fee to reinstate
his license was an additional punishment that violated the Double
Jeopardy Clause a so failed because the purpose of suspending or
revoking licensesis for the protection of the public by removing dan-
gerous drivers from Virginiaroadways. See Huffman v. Virginia, 172
S.E.2d 788, 789 (Va. 1970). Finaly, the district court properly denied
relief on Davis claim that he received ineffective assistance of coun-
sel. See Sanchez v. United States Postal Serv. , 785 F.2d 1236, 1237
(5th Cir. 1986) (holding that there is no right to effective assistance

of counsdl in civil cases).

Because the district court properly granted summary judgment on
Davis claims, see Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242,
248-49 (1986), we grant Davis leave to proceed in forma pauperis and
affirm. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the court
and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



